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DETAILED ACTION 

i> Claims 1-12 are presented for examination. 



2> This Office action is a non-final rejection. 



Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent 
possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least 
one examined application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because 
the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the 
reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQjtd 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re 
Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ?d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ_ 
645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPCL761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 
422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQJS19 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ_6 44 
(CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be 
commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities 
undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 

3.73(b). 

3> Claims 1-12 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 2-6 and 13-19 of U.S. Patent No. 7216290 ['290 
patent]. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct 
from each other because the claims of the instant application contain merely obvious 
variations of the claims of the '290 patent. 
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For example, claim 2 of the '290 patent recites functionality for displaying a web page 
with content items, selecting content items, displaying the selected content items exclusive 
of non-selected content items, loading selected content items within a first frame of a 
browser window, and a frame division icon operable to divide the first frame into first and 
second sub-frames. 

The only limitation of claim 1 of the instant application that is not disclosed in the 
claims of the '290 is that that the second sub-frame is used for text input; however this minor 
difference is merely an obvious variation and an intended use for the sub-frame. Since the 
claims recite similar structures (a first frame divided into a first and second sub-frame where 
selected content is displayed in the first subframe and the second subframe is empty), it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have used the second subframe 
to display additional data such as text entry by the user. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4> Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 

failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. 

a. Claim 8 lacks proper antecedent basis: " said second of said independent 

browser window." 
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Claim Rejections * 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C, 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

5> Claims 7-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C §i03(a) as being unpatentable over Watanabe 
et al, U.S Patent Publication No. 2003I008100 ["Watanabe"]. 

6> As to claim 7, Watanabe discloses a method of selecting and displaying content items 
in a network browser application on a user computing device, the method comprising: 
display programming being operable to create an independent browser window 
[Figure io]j 

said display programming displaying a text entry icon associated with said 
independent browser window [Figure 10 : "New" button | 0051]; 

upon selection of said text entry icon, said display programming being operable to 
receive user text input from said user computing device and to display said user text input 
within said independent browser window [Figure 10 1*0053]. 

7> As to claim 8, Watanabe discloses said display programming inserting said user text 
input into a source code for said second of said independent browser window [0055-0056]. 
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8> As to claim 9, Watanabe discloses the method further comprising: 

programming of said user computer device storing a definition of said independent 
browser window [Figure 6 | Figure 8 «item s830» where : the annotations embedded with the 
web content is analogous to the claimed "definition"]; 

said definition including said user text input [Figure 8 | 0056 where : the annotation 
data represents the user's text input]; 

retrieval programming of said user computing device retrieving a list of stored 
definitions from memory of a computing device [Figure 11 | 0058, 0059 where : the 
annotations embedded in the web page are analogous to a list of stored definitions], 
displaying said list of stored definitions [Figure 11], and receiving a selection of said 
definition of said independent browser window from said user [0059]; 

said display programming displaying said user text input according to said definition 
of said independent browser window [Figure n : annotation information]. 

9> As to claim 10, Watanabe discloses in response to a command from a user, said 
display programming maintaining said independent window as a top browser window on 
said computing device [0058 where : the annotation windows are controllable by operating a 
mouse. It is well known in the art that operating a window with a mouse maintains the 
window as the top browser window]. 



io> As to claim 11, Watanabe discloses the method further comprising: 
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transmission programming transmitting a definition of said independent browser 
window to a recipient computing device, said definition including said user text input 
[Figure 8 | 0056 where : the annotation data represents the user's text input]; 

recipient display programming of a browser application of said recipient computing 
device displaying said user text input in a recipient browser window according to said 
definition [Figure 11 : displaying the annotation information based on the embedded 
instructions]. 

n> As to claim 12, Watanabe discloses the method further comprising: 

transmission programming transmitting a definition of said independent browser 
window to a second recipient computing device, said definition including said user text input 
[Figure 8 | 0056 where : the annotation data represents the user's text input. The annotation 
data and web page are transmitted to client terminals 30a, 30b]; 

recipient display programming of a browser application of said second recipient 
computing device displaying said user text input in a recipient browser window according to 
said definition [Figure 11 : displaying the annotation information based on the embedded 
instructions. The annotation data is displayed on client terminals 30a, 30b]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section ioz of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
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are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

I2> Claims 1 and 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C {3103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rivette et al, U.S Patent No. 6.877.137 ["Rivette"] in view of Cecco et al, U.S Patent No. 
6. 310.631 ["Cecco"], in further view of Van Der Meer, U.S Patent No. 6.289.362 ["Van Der 
Meer"]. 

I3> As to claim 1, Rivette discloses a method of selecting and displaying content items in a 
network browser application on a user computing device, the method comprising: 

display programming of said user computing device displaying a network source with 

a 

plurality of displayed content items in an original browser window, each displayed content 
item having a network location [Figure 23 «item i2o8»]; 

selection programming receiving a selection of selected content item, from among 
said plurality of displayed content items [column 23 «lines i-u»]; 

display programming of said user computing device with an independent browser 
window [Figure 23 «items 1212, izi4»]; 

said display programming displaying a text entry icon associated with a second one of 
aid two subframes [Figure 23 | column 21 «lines 52"53»]; 

upon selection of said text entry icon, said display programming being operable to 
receive user text input from said user computing device and to display said user text input 
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within said second of said two sub-frames [Figure 23 «item I2i4» | column 37 «line 57» to 
column 38 «line I4» where : Rivette's notes area analogous to a user text input]. 

Rivette does not expressly disclose (1) display programming of said user computing 
device displaying said selected content item in an independent browser window exclusive of 
non-selected ones of said plurality of displayed content items, (2) said display programming 
displaying a frame division icon or (3) loading said selected content item into said 
independent browser window from said network location. 

I4> With respect to (1) and (3), Rivette does disclose displaying certain items within a 
browser window that is independent from the original browser window [Figure 23 «items 
1208, I2I2»] and alludes to presenting the "selected portion" of a web page [column 5 «lines 1- 
9»]. However Rivette does not expressly disclose displaying the selected content item or 
loading the selected content item into the independent window from said network location. 
Van Der Meer discloses an invention that enables users to select content items from 
disparate web sources and to display the selected content items in an independent browser 
window exclusive of non-selected content items [Figures 5 and 9 | column 9 «lines io-26»]. 
Van Der Meer also discloses loading the selected content item into said independent browser 
window from said network location [column 9 «lines 34*"57»]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Van Der 
Meer's teachings into Rivette and modify Rivette's frames to include displaying the selected 
items exclusive from the non-selected items. One would have been motivated to provide 
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such a modification into Rivette in order to provide a catalog display for only those content 
items selected by the user [see Van Der Meer, column 3 «lines 4'9»]. 

I5> With respect to (2), it should be noted that Rivette does disclose creating multiple 
sub-frames and displaying content and user text input within the subframes. Rivette 
however is silent as to the creation of these subframes through the use of a frame division 
icon. However, Cecco remedies this deficiency and expressly discloses that icons can be used 
to create new subframes [column 2 «lines 42"46»]. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have reasonably inferred the use of a frame division icon to create 
the frames already displayed by Rivette as Cecco discloses that the use of icons to create new 
subframes for use in an interface is well known in the art. 

i6> As to claim 4, Rivette as modified discloses said selection programming receives an 
input of keywords from said user, said keywords being associated with said independent 
browser window, and further comprising search programming of said user computing device 
querying a network search engine, said query including said keywords and at least one word 
from said user text input, and said search programming retrieving said keywords and said 
user text input from memory of a computing device [Figure 13 «items 1302, I304» | column 29 
«lines 6-24» where : a user can search both the internet and the notes database containing the 
notes (user text input)]. 
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I7> As to claim 5, Rivette as modified discloses in response to command from said user, 
said display programming maintaining said window as a top browser window on said 
computing device [column 26 «lines 58-6y» where : the annotation windows are controllable 
by operating a mouse. It is well known in the art that operating a window with a mouse 
maintains the window as the top browser window]. 

i8> As to claim 6, Rivette as modified discloses the method further comprising: 

transmission programming transmitting a definition of said independent browser 
window to a recipient computing device, said definition including said network location of 
said selected content item, said user text input and code defining said first and second sub- 
frames [column 36 «lines 56-67»]; 

recipient display programming of a browser application of said recipient computing 
device displaying said selected content item and said user text input in a recipient browser 
window according to said definition [column 37 «lines o-22»]; and 

said recipient display programming retrieving said network location of said selected 
content item from memory of a computing device and loading said selected content item 
from said network location [column 5 «lines i~9»]. 



I9> Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C §io3(a) as being unpatentable over Rivette, 
Cecco and Van Der Meer, in further view of Watanabe. 



Application/Control Number: 10/733,529 Page 11 

Art Unit: 2152 

20 As to claim 2, Rivette does not expressly disclose inserting user text input into a 
source code for said second of said two sub-frames. Watanabe discloses said display 
programming inserting said user text input into a source code for said second of said 
independent browser window [0055-0056]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have incorporated Watanabe's teachings into Rivette to include the 
insertion of the text input into source code. One would have been motivated to provide such 
a modification to Rivette's system in order to accurately reproduce the annotated information 
within the source document. 

2i> As to claim 3, Rivette as modified discloses the method further comprising: 

programming of said user computer device storing a definition of said independent 
browser window [column 36 «lines 56-67»]; 

said definition including said network location of said selected content item [column 
5 «lines i'9»], said user text input and code defining of said first and second sub-frames 
[column 36 «lines 56-67»]j 

retrieval programming of said user computing device retrieving a list of stored 
definitions from memory of a computing device [column 37 «lines i-3»], displaying said list 
of stored definitions [column 37 «lines i-3»] and receiving a selection of said definition of 
said independent browser window from said user [column 37 «lines 3"i3»]; and 

said display programming receiving said network location of said selected content 
item from retrieval programming and displaying said selected content item in a first frame 
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and displaying said user text input in a second frame according to said definition of said 
independent browser window [Figure 23 | column 5 «lines i~9» | column 37 «lines i4-22»]. 



. Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

Simonoff, U.S Patent No. 6.463.460; 

Lai, U.S Patent Publication No. 2003I0048286; 

Sidana, U.S Patent No. 6.571.295; 

Kasriel, U.S Patent Publication No. 2003I0204490; 

Eintracht et al, U.S Patent No. 6.687.878; 

Barberis, U.S Patent Publication No. 2004)0021686; 

Jakobson, U.S Patent No. 6.697.838; 

Stolze, U.S Patent Publication No. 2004I0138946; 

Thames et al, U.S Patent Publication No. 2004I0186817; 

Lerner et al, U.S Patent No. 6.859.909; 

Bargeron et al, U.S Patent No. 7.243.301. 
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The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday [8:30 AM to 4:30 PM]. 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571.272.3913. The fax phone number 



for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 



Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 



for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
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